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of " arbitrator " on the part of the critic who negates
arbitration is decisive as to his real attitude. Criti-
cism that is thus uncandid is unworthy of the generic
name.
And, of course, it is to be expected. What hap-
pened to the great theses of Galileo and Darwin in
their day is sure to happen to the relatively un-
important thesis that the Shakespeare Folio is a
composite preserving the work of many hands,
which to assign in the lump to Shakespeare is to
defy alike aesthetic perception and common sense in
the name of a presupposition already trampled under
foot by its defenders. But for those who really have
a genuine literary interest in Shakespeare it will
remain a matter of deep concern to apply all the
technical tests which can enlighten us, beginning
with the bibliographical and enlarging its scope, in
order to reach a judgment which is reasonably
scientific. In any event, that assumption is here
avowed and proceeded on.
The author's controversial case, in sum, is that
the antagonist school, professing to seek scientific
footing by way of a limited and faulty application of
bibliography, are now really ignoring the vital
bibliographical tests, and parading as bibliographical
conclusions the most untenable assumptions sug-
gested by the motive of " vindicating the Folio,"
No worse piece of bibliographical argument than
that of Professor Dover Wilson on THE TAMING OF
THE SHREW has yet been produced in this connection,
unless the distinction be accorded to Mr. Peter